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Mr. David Harwell, ARilB 4/l /qq 

600 E St., 1W, 2d floor 
WasMngton, DC 20530 

Dear Mr. Harwell, 

You may not have liked liow I responded to your so long delayed and so entirely 
inadequate response to what I wrote the board but yesterday's Washington Post 
ory rivOTtxng the FBI release of 149 pages of ^previously classified" documents is 
minor illustration of what I -See no indication at all of the board preparing itself 

>r so that it can meet its mandate. 1 believe there is little doubt but that therdufill 
thousands of similar illustration^.. 

Then there is the added fact that the FBI, a s can the CIA and other agencies, has 
.ready converted this into propaganda that in itself misleads the record for histoxy 
'U are supposed to make clear. 

The name of the informer is withhold by the FBI. But it disclosed his name and his 

de name years ago. AM you let it get away with filing only this deceptive series of 
cords. 

from recollection, because it is not either possible or necessary for my work 
establish individual files on all disclosed informer^ that man was one of the Child 
hilds brothers and Ms code name was "Solo." 

Now on the impossibility of the shooting the record states Castro established him- 
if and with Cuban sharpshooters, I heard an FBI statement in a rfiio broadcast to the 
feet that it had proven ^ astro and those sharpshooters wrong. I am confident the 
:atement will not be worded as x give the broadcast meaning of it, a meaning that may 

m the print press I do not see and the meaning intends^, by the statement. But it is 
(deliberate FBI lie. 

$he fBI never even tried to duplicate the shooting attributed to Oswald, who was 
ficially evaluatee by the Marines as a "rather poor 'shot'." 

The closest the FBI came to anytMng that can be called an effort to duplicate the 
ofcing attributed to Oswald is not at all equivalent to it. It was by a Lab ballistics 
>ert, Robert ffazier. After the rifle was overhauled, after they discovered that the sight 
Mi not work with repeated firings, after they could adjust to that and there is no 
cord of Oswald having ever fired that weapon to learn how to adjust - firing in the 



rage, from the prone or best position for firing a rifle, at on the level, r&ther 
steeply downhill, and at the short distance of 25 feet, *razier one was able to fire 



rapidly as 2.5 seconds between shots. And that; was when he had no obstructions, like 

' Wal1 ’ tll03e double ~ Pafe of glass, trees and the requirement that he be prepared 
. bbe first shot on less than a second’s notice. 

/nobody, and this includes the Hyland expert* Howard Wiue in the WMte Lab 

s for CBS, whose boasts to the contrary, has even duplicated the impossible shooting 
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the lousi^ shot Oswald, who could not even hit a rabbit with a shotgun when he hunted 
while living in Minsk. 

bonahue may well have fired once rapidly enough but the other conditions were not 
mbt. He and his fellow shooters had plenty of time to preparf fired from a lower 

H/ J 

ovation, a^d their taregfc was double lifesize and rather than moving in other than a 
jfcraight line was on a cart on straight tracks. 

As x published in 1 'jG ! j from the Commission's own testimony the best shots in the 
intry, all rated as masters by the 1IRA, were not able to duplicate the shooting 
tribute! to Oswald from a platform half as liigh and witfo no obstructions at all, no 
motion:/ distractions, with the rifle overhauls^ with all the time in the world for 
e first shot land timing begins after it is fired ) ^(witb shims under the sight to 
make it useable. I add considerably, to this in mij. coming IIFVER AGAIN! 

And so the FBI lias converted disclosure into disinformation for the record for our 
history, and the board can or <at least lias not done ahytliing to prevent the converp 
io of disclosure into disinformation. 

The same is true about the Post's language that Solo was "told by a high Sobiet 
functionary that his government was tuhring over 'its entire file on Oswald' to the 
U.S. government...," It never happened! 

Worse, and I do not take tike for all the details, .the CIA was able to contrive 
xtuation in which neither the State J^partment nor the Commission asking the State 
epartment would even ask for the full disclosure of the USSR's Oswald records. 

As governments work, this- moan that our government was telling the USSR's govern- 



ment that it did not want full disclosure, withn witness the little asked for. 

The USSR government was not about to embarrass our government by forcing on it 
■ecords reflecting that it suspected u swald of being a"sleeper" agent or an "agent in 
plapeff." of our government. And when the very afternoon of the assassination it was 
©ported by an agency of our government that Oswald as allegedly a Communist, the 
USSR government was not about to force its records reflecting that Oswald as so anti- 
Communist he was openly anti -USSR within the USSR. 

Or that as a shooter he could not th*c d*e side of^barn. 
bone of this is secret. 1 published it from FBI records in 1975, 20 years ago. 

And once again disclosure is converted into disinformation. 

tou can, of course, ask the FBI for its refords proving that the shooting attributed 
to Oswald was duplicated by it. 

tou can also ask the FBI why it did not disclose even redacted copies of these re- 
ords in its 1977-8 general releasees or in reponse to my lawsuits which sought such 
information. \ , 

And for any records reflecting the^peddability of "Solo" reports. It was not good. 




i’ken there is the added disinformation, that^efore the assassination Oswald 
hreatened it at the Cuban embassy in Mexico 0ity. Another version is that he did that 
th Russian embassy there. Both were covered thoroughly by the CIA with wiretaps 
riat picked nothing up at all like that. 

But still ag&i, the conversion of disclosure into disinformation to corrupt tl® 

f St0Iy the boara is to see to it is fully disclosed. The conversion J dis- 

Jlsoure into confirmation of the official mythology. 

Mr. 'i'unhiem has been quoted as saying that when the time comes the bcqrd will 
ijake full use of its authority. He was not quoted as saying when that time would be. 

i° n ° /^ n ■tlu.id year since th Congress decided that there should be full and 
pmplete disclosure and that your board should see to that. 

When will that time come? And how with what x here cite as illustration will the 

>ard be in a position to see to it that disclosure is not misused to father deceive 
|ie people and the record for our history? 

lias it even given thought to how it may try to prevent these th-m g « that the 
.gencles have S o long and public a career of get ting away with? 
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Are you beginning to get a glimmer of what I was trying to tell you? u : 



r of the 



>portunity I gave the board with, had it the intention and the guts, it could have 
parted doing something about lasjr year® 

When your sop long delayed supposed ansur to me did not even make mention of the 
dramatic of those opportunities? 

And when you asked me, knowing inhibition my phyiscal limitations, for what you 
ould have asked the agencies for? 

She only reporter who asked me anything at all about this story is employed by 
local papers. They get no attention outside this area. 

But suppose that *incus had asked me? Or the (^ire-service reporters? 

I would not have spelled out that on the record you are a bunch of bubbling nin- 
mipoopo # That would liave bee^i/ clear. 

All of you, board and employees alike, have accepted certain personal and professions 
ijsponsibiUties. I think you would be wise to begin fo think of the records you are 
ing for yourselves and your families as well as gor our history in what you have done, 

■b d 6 ,ing and have not done and are not doing so long aftto accepting those responsibili- 
ties and of how permanent that history will be, your personal histories and that of your 
*rd and how it has and has not made an effort to meets the obligations all accepted. 
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>t Shoot JFK, Documents 



* By Walter Pincus 

Washington Post Staff Writer 

Shortly after the assassination of Presi- 
dent Jolin F. Kennedy in 1963, Cuban Presi- 
dent Fidel Castro along with several Cuban 
sharpshooters carried out a test in Havana 
with similar rifles to see if one man could 
have shot the president, according to FBI 
documents released yesterday, 
j As Castro described the test six months 
later to a visiting American Communist Par- 
tly official, who was also secretly an FBI in- 
former, "their timing showed that it was im- 
possible for them to have shot three times 
the same target with the same rifle.” 

\ Castro’s story is one of several disclosed 
ip 149 pages of previously classified FBI doc- 
uments released yesterday relating to Cuba, 
the Soviet Union and the Kennedy assassina- 



tion. They provided some interesting new 
details but do not contain information likely 
to change anyone’s current belief as to 
whether Lee Harvey Oswald acted alone or 
as part of a conspiracy. 

The American informer, who was an offi- 
cial of the Communist Party of the United 
States (CPUSA), said he had a long, late 
night meeting with Castro on June 10, 1964, 
during which the Cuban leader raised the 
question of whether Oswald killed Kennedy. 

“He could not have done it alone,” the in- 
former reported Castro as saying. “It was at 
least two or three men who did it.” 

As reported in 1976, the informer also 
quoted Castro as saying he had been told 
that Oswald had threatened to kill Kennedy 
about seven weeks before the assassination. 
Oswald allegedly inade the threat as he was 
leaving the Cuban consulate in Mexico City, 



visibly angry after being denied a visa to visit 
Cuba. 

That same CPUSA official had by chance 
also been in Moscow the preceding Nov. 22, 
the day Kennedy was shot. A week later, 
when he returned to the United States, he 
disclosed to the FBI that within hours after 
Oswald was identified as the possible assas- 
sin, Soviet leaders worried that the act could 
be utilized to "stop negotiations with the So- 
viet Union, attack Cuba, and thereafter 
spread the war. 

“As a result of these feelings,” the report 
went on, “the USSR immediately went into a 
state of national alert.” 

Two days after Kennedy’s death, the FBI 
informer went on, he was told by a high Sovi- 
et functionary that his government was turn- ■. 
' ing over “its entire file on Oswald” to the 
' U.S. government to prove “that Oswald was 



Say Castro Told FBI Informer 



no responsibility of theirs,” according to the 
documents. 

The American party member reported to 
the bureau that Soviet officials told him they 
were “taking a very definite risk” in turning 
the Oswald material over because there 
were "few greater sins in the Communist 
world” than “to cooperate with the intelli- 
gence services of an imperialist country.” 

'Plie informer told the FBI that the Soviets 
said they were willing to face abuse from 
then-arch rival Red China because “so great 
is their necessity to disassociate themselves 
from the assassin of President Kennedy.” 

Back in the United States, according to 
the released files, allegations on the day of 
the shooting that Oswald was a Communist 
“created panic among members of the na- 
tional board of CPUSA,” according to anoth- 
er FBI informer who had just met with the 



organization’s legislative secretary. This sec- 
ond top-level FBI source inside die CPUSA 
told the FBI that Oswald had written letters 
to CPUSA leaders “requesting advice re- 
garding whether the Fair Play for Cuba 
Committee in New Orleans should go under- 
ground,” according to the documents. 

The FBI then requested its informer to 
find the letters, a task that could not immedi- 
ately be performed, the documents show. 
Eventually, the CPUSA turned the letters 
over to the FBI. 

Then-FBI Director John Edgar Hoover ap- 
parently was interested in Castro’s rifle test 
because the CPUSA informer was inter- 
viewed by FBI agents when he returned to 
the United States. The subsequent report to 
Hoover said that “Castro was not under the 
influence of liquor at the time he .made the! 
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